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1 INTRODUCTION  
1.1 The context for this report is that the Agricultural Holdings Legislation Review 
Group wanted further evidence on seasonal grazing lets to inform their 
assessment of the importance of grazing lets as a crucial entry point to farming.  
1.2 This report therefore extends the analysis of seasonally let land conducted as 
part of the Scottish Agricultural Tenure Evidence Review by examining 
seasonally let land trends from 2005 to 2013 and assessing the characteristics 
of farms renting in seasonal grazing lets in 2013. 
1.3 This work was funded by the Scottish Government as part of its Economic 
Information Advisory Activity 211. 
 
2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
2.1 The use of seasonal grazing lets is an integral part of Scotland’s livestock 
sector with 49% of holdings with cattle and 30% of holdings with sheep renting-
in seasonal grassland or rough grazing in 2013.  These holdings accounted for 
68.6% of the national cattle herd and 54.4% of the national sheep flock. 
2.2 Around 44% of Single Farm Payment (SFP) claimants’ rented-in seasonal land 
in 2013.  There was a 15% increase in the number of businesses renting-in 
seasonal land that was used in SFP claims between 2005 and 2013.  Over this 
period there was a 15% decline in the number of businesses renting-in 
permanent pasture, temporary grass and land for cropping.  However the 
number of businesses renting-in seasonal rough grazing more than doubled, to 
5,152 holdings in 2013, and about a quarter of all SFP claimants rented-in 
seasonal rough grazing in 2013. 
2.3 There was a 41% increase in the area of seasonally let land between 2005 and 
2013.  Over this period the amount of temporary grass seasonally let-in was 
very stable whilst the amount of permanent grass lets fell by 18,000ha (13%).  
Cropping lets fluctuated within a 5,000ha band with the 2013 amount just under 
the 2005 level.  There was, however, a 74% increase in the amount of 
seasonally let-in rough grazing over the period that coincided with the 
introduction of the SFP and the concept of ‘naked acres’ and ‘slipper farming’. 
2.4 Whilst the number of businesses and area of seasonal grazing lets increased 
between 2005 and 2013 there was relative stability in the amounts being let-in 
(i.e. more may be renting, but of similar amounts).  The exception was for rough 
grazing land where the size profile changed over time.  Whilst the median was 
relatively stable (it fell by 3ha) the mean area decreased (by 20ha) and the 
inter-quartile range decreased (by 15ha) suggesting that extra businesses 
renting-in rough grazing were generally renting-in relatively small amounts.  
This was consistent with anecdotal observations that some farmers wanted 
additional security with regards their eligible hectares required to activate SFP 
entitlements after 2009 so they rented (relatively cheaply) a small amount of 
‘naked acres’. 
2.5 Holdings in the crofting regions had a lower propensity to rent-in seasonal 
grazings in 2013.  In contrast the highest incidence of seasonal grazing rentals 
occurred in the dairy regions of Dumfries and Galloway (27% of holdings) and 
Ayrshire (24% of holdings).  A third of Scottish cattle and sheep holdings (both 
Less Favoured Areas (LFA) and non-LFA) rented-in seasonal grazings as did a 
ii 
significant 64% of dairy holdings.  About half of the Scottish medium (48%), 
large (54%) and very large (50%) holdings rented-in seasonal grazings with 
only 8% of very small holdings doing so. 
2.6 In 2013 there were differences in frequency of seasonal grazing renting 
between holding size and type of grazings: 
• Very small holdings made up 40% of the holdings that rented-in seasonal 
permanent grass but only accounted for 24% of the area.  
• Large and very large holdings collectively accounted for 29% of the holdings 
with seasonal permanent grass lets and 46% of the area rented-in.   
• 36% of holdings that rented-in seasonal temporary grass were large or very 
large and they utilised 54% of the total area.   
• Very small holdings accounted for 35% of the holdings that rented-in 
seasonal rough grazing but only accounted for 22% of the area. 
• Very large holdings only accounted for 13% of seasonal rough grazing lets 
but 26% of the area.  
2.7 Average areas of seasonal grazings were heavily skewed by some very large 
areas being rented.  In the very large group the average area of seasonal rough 
grazing let in was 211ha compared to a median of 50ha.  However, within this 
size grouping there were 14 holdings that rented-in more than 3,000ha of rough 
grazing on a seasonal basis and collectively they accounted for 20% of Scottish 
seasonal rough grazing lets in 2013. 
2.8 LFA cattle and sheep holdings were important users of seasonal grazings, and 
in 2013 they accounted for: 
• 64% of the holdings renting-in seasonal permanent grass and 69% of the 
area.   
• 48% of the holdings and 51% of the area leased of temporary grass. 
• 52% of the holdings and 61% of the area of seasonal rough grazing lets. 
2.9 For LFA cattle and sheep the 78 holdings renting-in more than 1,000ha 
seasonal rough grazing (totalling over 150,000ha) had a significant impact on 
the average area rented (123ha).  With the median as low as 21ha it suggested 
that the majority of rentals were small in nature.  These 78 holdings did, 
however, collectively carry 78,000 sheep and 6,600 cattle.  
2.10 The average area of seasonal rough grazing rented-in by cereal and cropping 
farms was notably high at (122ha and 90ha respectively) in 2013.  As there was 
only a relatively small proportion of these farm types renting-in seasonal 
grazings these averages were heavily influenced by the 10 holdings that rented-
in over 1,000ha each (with a combined area of seasonal rough grazing lets of 
19,000ha).  There were only 273 cattle and zero sheep recorded on these 
holdings.   
2.11 Holdings in the North East of Scotland were the main renters of seasonal rough 
grazings and temporary grass.  In 2013 the region accounted for 19% of the all 
holdings and 20% of total seasonal rough grazing area let-in and 36% of 
holdings and 40% of the total area of temporary grass let in.  Dumfries and 
Galloway and Ayrshire were the main regions for renting seasonal permanent 
grass and collectively they accounted for 21% of Scottish holdings and 30% of 
total permanent grass seasonally let-in during 2013.  
2.12 On medium to very large holdings the seasonal grazers had smaller areas of 
both tenanted and owned land compared to non-seasonal grazers (although 
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using the median the differences were largely closed).  These figures were, 
however, skewed by larger units in the non-seasonal grazers group.  Within 
these size groupings: 
• 55% of holdings that had tenanted land were seasonal grazers and they 
controlled 45% of the tenanted area.   
• Seasonal grazers accounted for around half of all holdings that owned land 
but only accounted for 25-30% of the total owned area.   
2.13 Seasonal grazing was found to be common for holdings that carried cattle or 
sheep in 2013: 
• Seasonal grazers accounted for just half of all holdings that had cattle yet 
they carried nearly 70% of the national herd.   
• Both mean and median cattle herd sizes were consistently larger amongst 
the seasonal grazers than the non-seasonal grazers in 2013.   
• Seasonal grazers only accounted for 30% of total holdings with sheep 
although they carried 55% of the national flock.  In the larger size groupings 
more than half the holdings with sheep were seasonal grazers in 2013. 
• The sheep flock sizes were relatively similar across size groups although at a 
national level the seasonal grazing renters had larger flocks on average. 
2.14 There was a much higher propensity for dairy holdings with tenanted land 
(60%) or owned land (66%) to use seasonal lets.  A smaller proportion of cattle 
and sheep holdings in the LFA that rented land (32%) or owned land (37%) took 
on seasonal lets.  Mixed holdings that took on seasonal grazings tended to be 
bigger than non-seasonal grazing mixed holdings.  This accounted for 13% of 
the holdings that owned land but controlled 38% of the owned area and a 
quarter of holdings with land under tenure but controlled 54% of the tenanted 
area. 
2.15 In 2013 across all robust farm types the average (measured by mean or 
median) number of sheep and cattle held was larger for holdings that used 
seasonal grazing lets. 
• 63% of dairy holdings were seasonal grazers.  They carried 68% of all cattle 
held on dairy holdings with an average herd size of 443 cattle (median 364) 
compared to 351 (299 median) for non-seasonal grazing renters.   
• Just over half the LFA cattle and sheep holdings that carried cattle were 
seasonal grazers in 2013.  These holdings accounted for 72% of the total 
cattle held by LFA cattle and sheep holdings.  These holdings had an 
average herd size of 180 cattle (median 118) compared to only 72 (median 
24) for the non-season grazing renters.   
• A third of all holdings with sheep in the LFA cattle and sheep group used 
seasonal grazings in 2013 and they accounted for 54% of all sheep held by 
the group.  Seasonal grazers had an average flock size of 838 sheep 
(median 437) compared to only 337 (median 78) for the non-seasonal 
grazing renters.  
2.16 There were considerable regional differences in the proportion of holdings with 
tenanted land that was controlled by seasonal grazers: 
• In Ayrshire 45% of the holdings with tenanted land were seasonal grazers in 
2013 and they accounted for 45% of the total tenanted area.   
• In Dumfries and Galloway seasonal grazers accounted for 43% of the 
holdings with tenanted land and 53% of the tenanted area. 
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2.17 The proportion of the amount of land owned (ha) by the seasonal grazers was 
disproportionately large to the proportion of holdings with owned land that were 
seasonal grazers in 2013.   
• In Ayrshire the seasonal grazers only accounted for 21% of the holdings that 
owned land but had 41% of the owned area. 
• In Orkney the seasonal grazers only accounted for 21% of the holdings with 
owned land but 49% of the owned area.   
2.18 Seasonal grazers in all regions accounted for a disproportionately large 
proportion of the number of cattle and sheep held:   
• In Dumfries and Galloway the seasonal renters accounted for 54% of all 
holdings with cattle and 69% of the cattle within the region.   
• In the North East of Scotland just under a half of holdings with cattle rented-
in seasonal grazings yet they accounted for 69% of the regions cattle.   
• In Highland the seasonal grazing renters accounted for a quarter of all 
holdings with sheep but 46% of all sheep within the region.   
• In the Borders the seasonal grazing renters accounted for 35% of the 
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3.1 This analysis builds on the analysis of seasonally let land conducted as part of 
the Scottish Agricultural Tenure Evidence Review1 for the Agricultural Holdings 
Legislation Review Group.  The analysis for this report focuses on seasonal 
grazing lets and examines the types of businesses renting-in seasonal grazing 
land. 
Data Sources 
3.2 This report draws on data provided by the Scottish Government’s Rural and 
Environment Science and Analytical Services (RESAS) for the years 2005 to 
2013.  Holding level June Agricultural Census (JAC)2 variables were used in 
conjunction with data on seasonally let land (less than a year), that was 
collected from the Single Application Form (SAF) as part of the Integrated 
Administration and Control System (IACS).  The SAF data provided field level 
information on the use of seasonally let land (both in and out) for each holding 
and business.  Only seasonally let-in grazing land was scrutinised for this 
analysis as it was considered more accurate than seasonally-let out land due to 
the level of scrutiny it receives as it is used to activate Single Farm Payment 
(SFP) entitlements. 
3.3 For the analysis of land let under agricultural holdings legislation (leases of 
more than a year) conducted for the Scottish Agricultural Tenure Evidence 
Review croft holdings were excluded as crofting leases fall out-with the scope of 
agricultural holdings legislation.  However, as seasonal lets fall out-with the 
controls of crofting legislation, croft holdings were included in the analysis 
conducted in this report. 
Data Analysis 
3.4 The analysis examined seasonally let land across five different size 
classifications that are based on Scottish Government criteria detailed in Table 
1.  The standard labour requirements for different cropping and stocking 
activities for each holding were used to estimate the total labour requirement of 
each holding.  This labour requirement was then used to determine the size 
category of each holding.  Very small holdings required less than 1,900 hours of 
standardised labour input per annum whilst the very large holdings required 
more than 9,500 hours of standardised labour input. 
3.5 Using Microsoft Access the SAF and JAC datasets were merged for each year 
using the unique County Parish Holding (CPH) number.  Minitab and Microsoft 
Excel were used to analyse the data.  Where possible the seasonal grazing let-
in data was analysed by: JAC agricultural region (see Figure 1); robust farm 
type, and; size category.   
 
1 Thomson, et al (2014) Scottish Agricultural Tenure Evidence Review 
http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2014/06/9792/0   
2 Scottish Government Results of the June Scottish Agricultural Census 1999-2014 
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/Statistics/Browse/Agriculture-Fisheries/PubFinalResultsJuneCensus   
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Table 1 Size grouping of holdings 
Size Category 
Standard Labour 
Requirement - Hours 
Standard Labour 
Requirements 
Very small  <1,900 hours <1 FTE 
Small 1,900-3,800 hours 1-2 FTEs 
Medium 3,800 – 5,700 hours 2-3 FTEs 
Large 5,700 – 9,500 hours 3-5 FTEs 
Very large > 9,500 hours >5 FTEs 
Adapted from Scottish Government 20143 
Figure 1 JAC Agricultural Regions 
 
3.6 The analysis focused specifically on seasonal grazing let-in land, and therefore 
provides an overview of seasonally let Permanent Grassland (PGRS), 
Temporary Grassland (TGRS) and Rough Grazing (RGR).  The JAC data was 
used to provide a generalisation of the types of holdings, leasing-in seasonal 
grazings. 
3.7 Spearman rank correlation coefficients4 were used to determine strength and 
direction of relationships between seasonally let-in grazing land and other JAC 
variables.  Whilst many statistically significant relationships were identified the 
coefficients were very close to zero meaning no discernible relationship 
between the variables could be found. 
 
3 Scottish Government (2014) Economic Report on Scottish Agriculture, 2014.  Table C26.  
http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2014/06/3709/67   




3.8 In some cases there were quite large discrepancies between the seasonally let 
data supplied through JAC and SAF, particularly for seasonally let-out land.  
Whilst the SAF data was considered to be more robust as it relates to CAP 
support applications that may give rise to financial penalties for erroneous 
claims, issues were also identified within that dataset.  The data was split into 
seasonally let-in land that was used to claim SFP, and “other” seasonally let-in 
land.  RESAS, considered that as the “other” category did not receive the same 
degree of scrutiny as the SFP let-in data a number of significant anomalies may 
have been present in the data (e.g. where the entire area of estates seasonally 
let-out land were included in the figures) that “will have a substantial impact on 
any analysis due to their large areas, unless they are excluded.”5   
3.9 For the reasons outlined above, the main part of this analysis only scrutinises 
the data on seasonally let-in grazing land from the SAF used to claim SFP. This 
meant other seasonally let land was excluded.  This, therefore, means there is 
an under representation of the amount of seasonally let-in land throughout this 
analysis.   
3.10 When merging the SAF and JAC datasets there was a presumption that the 
JAC dataset was a complete list of holdings across Scotland.  However there 
were a number of holdings identified in the SAF dataset that did not appear in 
the JAC dataset.  This meant that agricultural details (e.g. of type, cropping and 
stocking, etc.) were missing for some holdings letting-in season grazings.  For 
example in 2013 there were 637 holdings identified in the SAF that could not be 
matched to JAC holdings which meant that they had to be excluded from the 
analysis where JAC variables were assessed.  For the introductory section on 
total seasonal lets the full SAF dataset is reported. 
Data Summaries 
3.11 Tables summarising the key data used in the report is provided by agricultural 
region, robust farm type and size grouping for 2013 in Appendix 1. 
 
5 Pers. Comm. RESAS, October 2014. 
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4 SEASONALLY LET-IN LAND – AN OVERVIEW 
4.1 This section draws on the data on rented-in land submitted annually by farmers 
in their SAF used to activate SFP entitlements.  The amount of Scottish 
seasonally let-in land increased from 510,805ha in 2005 to 721,907ha in 2013, 
representing a 41.3% increase.  In 2013 this equated to 12.9% of total 
agricultural land (5,604,008ha) in Scotland.  This increase was entirely 
accounted for by the growth in the amount of rough grazing seasonally let-in 
land with other forms of seasonally let land declining over the period.   
4.2 Table 2 shows that there was a 15% increase in the number of businesses / 
holdings6 renting-in seasonal land for SFP claims between 2005 and 2013.  
This meant that in 2013 there were 9,036 businesses renting-in seasonal land 
as part of their SFP claim, equating to about 44% of total SFP claimants.   
• Between 2005 and 2009 the number of businesses renting-in seasonal 
cropping land and temporary grassland (TGRS) fell by about 15% and 
subsequently stabilised with 1,989 businesses renting in TGRS in 2013.   
• There was a 15% decrease in the number of businesses letting-in permanent 
pasture (PGRS) seasonally between 2005 and 2013.  This appears to a long-
term gradual decline with 4,604 businesses renting in PGRS in 2013.   
• In contrast, between 2005 and 2013 the number of businesses letting-in 
rough grazing (RGR) on a seasonal basis more than doubled (to 5,152) with 
around a quarter of all SFP claimants having rented-in RGR in 2013.  Whilst 
some of this increase was undoubtedly accounted for by "slipper farmers" 
using "naked acres"7 more than half of this increase occurred post 2009. In 
2009 the approach to the enforcement of land eligibility changed as a result 
of European audit scrutiny and national disallowance8 that led many active 
farmers to renting RGR on a seasonal basis as insurance to make sure they 
had enough eligible land to activate SFP entitlements (ie. to cover the 
possibility that some of their land was declared ineligible meaning they would 
have tried to activate more entitlements than the amount of eligible land they 
had that resulting in a penalty). 
Table 2 Number of holdings renting-in seasonal land for SFP by use, 2005–2013 











2005 2,216 5,438 2,514 1,527 7,852 
2009 1,998 5,001 3,583 1,307 8,176 
2010 1,986 4,921 3,979 1,292 8,444 
2011 1,981 4,873 4,532 1,337 8,790 
2012 2,079 4,744 4,816 1,341 8,948 
2013 1,989 4,604 5,152 1,318 9,036 
%change 2005-13 -10.2% -15.3% 104.9% -13.7% 15.1% 
 
6 The number of holdings and businesses (represented by unique Business Reference Numbers) were the same. 
7 ‘Slipper farmers’ (did not need any farming connection) that purchased SFP entitlements which were then 
activated by renting-in land (generally cheap, unproductive hill) that was not used to claim SFP (“naked acres”).  
This land did not require any agricultural activity to meet cross compliance requirements meaning the individual 
received CAP support despite being agriculturally inactive. 
8 See Pack, B. (2013) Doing Better Initiative to Reduce Red Tape in Agriculture - Interim Report. 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Publications/2013/12/4967/0  
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4.3 Table 3 shows that the area of seasonally let-in TGRS remained relatively 
stable throughout the period fluctuating between 36,000ha and 39,000ha. There 
was a 13.5% decline in the amount of PGRS let-in seasonally, falling from 
about 137,000ha in 2005 to about 119,000ha in 2013.  The amount of 
seasonally let-in land used for crops fell marginally over the period, fluctuating 
between 20,500ha and 25,500ha.  There was a considerable increase in 
seasonally-let RGR land over the 2005 to 2013 period (a 73.8% increase) from 
312,986ha in 2005.  As described above, this increase coincided with the 
introduction of the SFP and the phenomenon of ‘slipper farming’ plus the growth 
(particularly post 2009) in the practice of renting-in of ‘naked acres’ by active 
farmers looking to ensure they had adequate eligible land to activate all 
entitlements.  
Table 3 Area of seasonally let-in SFP land recorded in IACS by use, 2005 – 2013 







Crops Total (Ha) 
2005 38,521 137,680 312,986 21,618 510,805 
2009 37,098 143,729 429,678 25,692 636,198 
2010 35,903 144,328 447,767 25,057 653,056 
2011 36,050 131,118 490,504 22,418 680,091 
2012 39,275 121,766 522,776 21,738 705,555 
2013 38,049 119,162 544,106 20,590 721,907 
% change 
2005 to 2013 
-1.2% -13.5% 73.8% -4.8% 41.3% 
4.4 Figure 2 shows the Tukey boxplots9 for all seasonally let-in land in 2005 and 
between 2009 and 2013.  The boxes illustrate the inter-quartile ranges.  Three-
quarters of all seasonal rentals were smaller than the area represented at the 
top of each box, whilst a quarter of all seasonally rented areas were lower than 
the value represented by the bottom of the box.  The upper and lower bounds of 
the range of seasonal lets (excluding outliers) for each year are shown by the 
whiskers10. The median area rented-in on a seasonal basis is depicted by the 
line cutting the box whilst the average (mean) area let-in is shown by the 
diamond marker.  It should be noted that a number of very large outliers 
interfered with the y-axis scale meaning all outliers were excluded from the 
figure. 
 
9 For a description of Tukey boxplots see Hadley Wickham’s 40years of box plots 
http://vita.had.co.nz/papers/boxplots.html  
10 The bottom of the box is at the 25th percentile (Q1), and the top is at the 75th percentile (Q3) value. The 
whiskers are the lines that extend from the top and bottom of the box showing the spread of the data. The values 
at the end of the whiskers (upper and lower adjacent values) are calculated as 1.5 * the interquartile range.  
Outliers have been excluded due to scale interference. 
6 
Figure 2 Boxplot of the total seasonally let-in area per holding in Scotland: 2005 and 
2009-2013 
4.5 Figure 2 highlights that the area of land let-in was skewed towards to the lower 
end (i.e. in each case the median line is below the centre point of the box) over 
the period.  This means that a large proportion of holdings that had seasonal 
lets only took on small areas.  The fact that the average area of land let-in was 
considerably higher than the median in all cases was caused by the influence of 
some very large seasonal lets (outliers) on the arithmetic average.  Whilst the 
median area rented-in remained relatively stable at around 20ha over the period 
the average area increased from 65ha in 2005 to 78ha in 2009, after which it 
remained stable.  The upper bound of the area rented-in also increased from 
114ha in 2005 to 136ha in 2013, suggesting a few more holdings were leasing-
in larger areas seasonally.   
4.6 Figure 3 provides an overview of the distribution of seasonally let-in land 
(excluding outliers) by land use for 2005 and between 2009 and 2013.  The 
areas let-in for all land uses were skewed towards to the lower end (i.e. in each 
case the median line was below the centre point of the box).  This implies that 
there were a large number of small areas of seasonally let-in land for each of 
the land use categories.  The average area of land let-in was notably higher 
than the median in all cases (particularly in the case of rough grazing) and this 
was caused by some very large areas being let-in (outliers).   
4.7 There was relative stability in the area distribution of TGRS lets since 2005.  
Over the period there was consistently a quarter of holdings that rented-in less 
than 5ha of seasonal TGRS, with half renting-in under 10ha and 75% renting-in 
less than 23ha.  There was a small increase in the upper bound of area let-in 
(excluding outliers) of 5ha over the period.   
4.8 For cropping lets there was marginally more variation in the average, third 
quartile and effective range (excluding outliers) over the period and this was 
perhaps a reflection of changes in local demand caused by reaction to market 
prices for main crop outputs11.  Over the period about quarter of holdings that 
rented-in seasonal cropping land rented-in less than 3.5ha, with half renting-in 
less than about 8ha and 75% renting fewer than 19ha.   
 
11 See Chart 4.5 of  Scottish Government (2014) Economic Report on Scottish Agriculture 2014 Edition for annual 
average output prices for cereals 2003 to 2013 


















Figure 3 Boxplot of the areas of seasonally let-in area per holding by land use in 
Scotland: 2005 and 2009-2013 
4.9 As with temporary grass there was a great deal of stability in the area 
distribution of PGRS grazing lets.  Over the entire period a quarter of holdings 
renting-in PGRS let-in areas of less than 5ha, with half of them renting-in less 
than 13ha and three-quarters renting-in less than 30ha.   
4.10 For RGR seasonal lets there was considerably more change in the area 
distribution of the lets.  Whilst the median only fell from 28ha in 2005 to 24ha in 
2013 the average fell from 124ha to 105ha over that period.  Consistently a 
quarter of those renting-in RGR seasonally, rented-in less than 9ha but the 
upper quartile and upper bound of the RGR data fell over the period by 36ha 
and 15ha respectively, suggesting there was a change in the profile of rented-in 
RGR areas.  This may well be linked to more people renting-in small additional 
areas to provide a safety net to ensure they had enough eligible hectares to 
cover SFP entitlements.  
Type of Occupier 
4.11 Using JAC information on full-time and part-time occupiers Figure 4 reveals that 
occupier data was missing for 22% of all seasonal grazing holdings (and 29% of 
the seasonal grazed area).  These holdings accounted for only 7% of the 
27,000 holdings with missing occupier data (that controlled half of Scottish 
farmland in 2013).  Where occupier status is known it is shown that: 
• 45% of full time occupiers rented in seasonal grazings and had a higher 
propensity to rent-in seasonal grazings than part-time occupiers.  They made 
up 49% of all the holdings that rented seasonal grazings and 52% of the area 
rented-in 2013. 
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• Part time occupiers engaged in agriculture for less than half of their time 
were responsible for 7% of Scottish farmland. Of this group 11% rented-in 
seasonal grazings in 2013 and they were responsible for 17% of the total 
seasonally grazed holdings but only 9% of the area.   
• 14% of Scottish farmland was under control of part time occupiers engaged 
in agriculture for more than half of their time in 2013.  A quarter of this group 
rented-in seasonal grazings in 2013 and accounted for 11% of Scottish 
holdings that rented-in seasonal grazings but only 8% of the rented-in area. 


































% Scottish Area % of Occupier Group Seasonally renting
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5 SEASONAL GRAZING LETS – WHERE AND WHO? 
5.1 The data used throughout this chapter is summarised in tabular form in 
Appendix 1.  The use and importance of seasonal let-in grazing land (TGRS, 
PGRS and RGR) differs between farm types, geographies and business size.  
This section uses the merged holding level data from the SAF and the JAC to 
give an overview of the types of holdings that rented seasonal grazing lets 
(seasonal grazers) in 201312.  Overall 17% of Scotland’s 52,681 were seasonal 
grazers in 2013 as shown in Figure 5.  
Figure 5 Proportion of holdings within size category, robust farm type and agricultural 
region that were seasonal grazers in 2013 
5.2 Figure 5 highlights that holdings in the agricultural regions where crofting plays 
an important role (Eileanan an Iar, Shetland and to a lesser extent Highland) 
had a lower propensity to rent-in seasonal grazing land in 2013.  In contrast 
27% of all holdings in Dumfries and Galloway were seasonal grazers in 2013 
with 24% in Ayrshire, 22% in Argyll and Bute and about 20% in each of Clyde 
Valley, East Central, Orkney, Scottish Borders and North East Scotland.  It is 
apparent from Figure 5 that a proportion of all farm types rented-in some 
seasonal grazings in 2013 but there was considerable difference between farm 
types.  Dairy farms were the most likely to be seasonal grazers (64%) followed 
by cattle and sheep farms (33%).  The very small holdings (based on standard 
labour requirements) were least likely to rent-in seasonal grazing land (only 8%) 
 
12 2013 was used as this was the first year of introduction of new EU methodologies for assessing robust farm 
types based on standard outputs.  This means that the analysis by farm types is non-comparable with earlier 
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but 48% of medium, 54% of large and 50% of very large holdings rented-in 
seasonal grazings. 
Holding Size 
5.3 Figure 6 shows both the proportion of total holdings that were seasonal grazers 
and the proportion of total area of seasonally grazings (hashed fill bars) within 
each of the five size categories.  In 2013: 
• 4,604 seasonal grazers rented-in 119,162ha of PGRS.  
• 40% of all holdings that rented-in PGRS were very small but they only 
accounted for 24% of the area of PGRS rented-in.   
• Large and very large holdings accounted for 16% and 13% of the seasonal 
grazers renting-in PGRS respectively, yet accounted for 21% and 25% of the 
total area rented-in.   
• 1,989 seasonal grazers rented-in 38,049ha of TGRS. 
• 5,152 seasonal grazers let-in 544,106ha of RGR. 
• For both TGRS and RGR the very small holdings accounted for a 
disproportionately large proportion of holdings renting-in seasonal grazings 
whilst the larger holdings accounted for a disproportionately large area of 
land let-in. 
Figure 6 Proportion of Scottish rented-in seasonal grazing land and seasonal grazers 
by holding size, 2013.   
5.4 Figure 7 shows both the mean (average) and median areas of seasonal grazing 
land let-in by size group in 2013.  It was particularly noticeable that average 
areas were consistently higher than median areas for each size band and type 
of grazing let and the differences are influenced by the average being affected 
by the presence of some very large rentals.  For example, 14 holdings (8 of 
which were in the Highlands) rented-in seasonal RGR areas over 3,000ha that 
accounted for some 106,000ha.   The difference between median and averages 
was particularly noticeable for RGR where the median area of RGR rented-in 
on very large holdings was 50ha compared to an average of 211ha.  The 
medium sized holdings also had a very large mean RGR seasonal let-in area 
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Figure 7 Mean and median area of rented-in seasonal grazing land and holdings by 
holding size, 2013. 
 
Robust Farm Types 
5.5 Figure 8 shows both the proportion of total holdings that rented-in seasonal 
grazings and the total area let-in by the main robust farm types in 2013.   
• Despite only accounting for 27% of Scottish holdings and 56% of all farmland 
in 2013 the LFA cattle and sheep holdings accounted for:  
• 64% of holdings that rented seasonal PGRS (that covered 81,652ha or 69% 
of the area);  
• 48% of holdings that rented-in TGRS (19,300ha or 51% of the area) and;  
• 52% of the holdings that rented-in of seasonal RGR (328,202ha or 61% of 
the area) in 2013.  
• Dairy holdings only accounted for 1.7% of total Scottish holdings and 2.3% of 
the total farmed area of Scotland in 2013.  However, 7.5% of seasonally 
rented PGRS holdings, area (9,031ha) and about 10% of holdings and 10% 
of area (3,705ha) of TGRS lets were by dairy holdings.   
• Non-LFA cattle and sheep and mixed holdings were important renters of 
seasonal TGRS and collectively they accounted for about 28% of holdings 
and 29% of area (11,067ha), despite together only having 7% of total 
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Figure 8 Proportion of total rented-in seasonal grazing land and holdings by robust 
farm type, 2013. 
 
5.6 Figure 9 shows both the average (mean) and median areas of seasonal grazing 
land let-in by robust farm type in 2013.   
• It was noticeable that the general cropping and specialist cereal holdings that 
rented-in seasonal RGR were renting-in large areas on average (122ha and 
90ha respectively).  The fact that the median RGR seasonal rent figures 
were 30ha and 22ha respectively highlights that there were a proportion of 
these cereal and cropping holdings that rented quite large areas (enough to 
pull the mean so far away from the median).  Upon inspection there were a 
combined total of 10 holdings that rented-in more than 500ha of RGR in 
2013, with a total of 19,000ha.  There were no sheep recorded on these 
holdings and only 273 cattle. 
• For LFA cattle and sheep a similar pattern emerges, with a mean of 123ha 
and median of only 21ha seasonally rented-in RGR.  Upon inspection there 
were 78 holdings (over a quarter in the Highlands) that rented-in 1,000ha or 
more seasonal RGR that totalled over 151,000ha in 2013.  All of these 
holdings had some cattle or sheep present (albeit often at low densities) with 
a total of 6,670 cattle and 78,500 sheep (all cattle and sheep – including 
claves, lambs, etc.).  The total owned and tenanted land area on these 
holdings was 65,000ha. 
No conclusions can be brought about why these holdings were renting-in such 
large seasonal grazing areas and as data on SFP entitlements were not 
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Figure 9 Mean and median area of rented-in seasonal grazing land and holdings by 
robust farm type, 2013 
 
Agricultural Region 
5.7 Figure 10 shows the proportion of total Scottish seasonally let grazings within 
each parish for 2013.  For PGRS there was an East / West difference with 
parishes in the East containing generally lower proportions of total PGRS 
seasonal lets.  Some of the parishes in the North-West have larger proportions 
of the total area of PGRS lets and this is due, in part to their larger physical 
size.  During 2013 it is clear that the parishes in the North East of Scotland 
dominated the TGRS seasonal let market, with Caithness and Orkney also 
showing greater activity.  In 2013 the central and West Highland parishes were 
seasonally let-in RGR was most prevalent. 
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5.8 Table 4 shows both the proportion of total holdings and total area of seasonally 
let-in land across Scotland’s agricultural regions (see Figure 1 for a map of the 
regions).  It is evident that holdings in North East Scotland were important 
seasonal grazers in 2013.   
• Whilst the North East accounted for 17% of Scotland’s holdings and 12% of 
Scotland’s farmland in 2013 the region had 36% of Scottish holdings and 
40% (15,11ha) of the total area of seasonally rented-in TGRS.  This may be 
related to the farming systems in operation across parts of the region where 
Spring Barley and TGRS rotations are popular and beef and sheep finishers 
may rent grazing parks. 
• North East Scotland was also responsible for 19% of holdings and 20% 
(110,442ha) of the area of RGR rented-in on a seasonal basis.   
• The Highlands were responsible for 13% of RGR seasonal let holdings and 
26% (137,771ha) of the area13.  
• Dumfries and Galloway (17% or 20,472ha) and Ayrshire (13% or 15,349ha) 
had larger than expected amounts of seasonally let in PGRS in 2013 and this 
is likely to be related to the prevalence of the dairy sector in these regions. 
Table 4 Regional distribution of rented-in seasonal grazing land and holdings, 2013 
 Proportion of Scottish Total – Seasonal Let-in 
Agricultural Region 
PGRS TGRS RGR 
Holdings Area Holdings Area Holdings Area 
Argyll & Bute 5% 5% 1% 1% 6% 8% 
Ayrshire 9% 13% 4% 3% 7% 5% 
Clyde Valley 8% 11% 6% 7% 7% 3% 
Dumfries & Galloway 13% 17% 9% 11% 14% 10% 
East Central 3% 4% 3% 2% 4% 2% 
Eileanan an Iar 10% 3% 2% 0% 2% 1% 
Fife 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 
Highland 17% 15% 11% 9% 13% 26% 
Lothian 2% 3% 3% 3% 3% 2% 
NE Scotland 11% 10% 36% 40% 19% 20% 
Orkney 5% 3% 9% 7% 5% 2% 
Scottish Borders 5% 6% 4% 4% 6% 7% 
Shetland 3% 2% 1% 0% 3% 1% 
Tayside 6% 6% 8% 8% 9% 11% 
5.9 Table 5 shows both the mean (average) and median areas of seasonal grazing 
land let-in by agricultural region in 2013. With the exception of the crofting 
regions both the mean (25-35ha) and median (15-20ha) areas of PGRS and 
mean (16-24ha) and median (8-13ha) areas of TGRS were relatively consistent 
across the regions.  The areas with highest mean and median seasonally 
rented-in PGRS were in the areas with higher dairy and beef densities.  For 
seasonally rented-in RGR there were very wide discrepancies between median 
and mean areas in Highland (the mean was 9 times the median), North East 
Scotland (5.6 times,) Tayside (3.4 times) and also in Argyll and Bute, Scottish 
Borders, Fife and Dumfries and Galloway (all about 3 times) with the averages 
significantly affected by large values.   
5.10 The 213ha average of seasonally rented RGR for the Highlands was 
significantly influenced by the 88,000ha of seasonal RGR rented by 67 holdings 
 
13 The figures for Highland were, however, slightly less than may be expected given it had 20% of total Scottish 
holdings and 32% of the total area in 2013 
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that rented-in over 1,000ha in 2013.  These holdings only had a total of 
40,800ha of land under ownership or under tenure.  Only five of these holdings 
did not carry any cattle or sheep and the remaining 62 holdings had 4,135 total 
cattle and 42,800 sheep. 
Table 5 Mean and median area of rented-in seasonal grazing land and holdings by 
agricultural region, 2013 
 Proportion of Scottish Total – Seasonal Let-in 
Agricultural Region 
PGRS (Ha) TGRS (Ha) RGR (Ha) 
Average Median Average Median Average Median 
Argyll & Bute 26 13 14 8 153 45 
Ayrshire 36 25 16 10 69 26 
Clyde Valley 33 21 22 13 48 18 
Dumfries & Galloway 34 21 24 12 76 25 
East Central 31 18 16 12 70 26 
Eileanan an Iar 8 5 4 2 26 8 
Fife 26 11 14 7 98 30 
Highland 23 7 17 8 213 22 
Lothian 28 16 22 9 79 36 
NE Scotland 22 9 21 11 112 20 
Orkney 16 11 16 10 41 16 
Scottish Borders 31 17 17 12 108 32 
Shetland 14 9 6 2 34 16 
Tayside 27 14 20 12 122 36 
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6 CHARACTERISTICS OF HOLDINGS RENTING-IN SEASONAL 
GRAZINGS 
Holding Size 
6.1 This section utilises the JAC data for 2013 to compare characteristics of 
holdings that rented-in seasonal grazings compared to those that did not in 
2013.  Summary data tables are provided in Appendix 1. 
6.2 Figure 11 shows the proportion of holdings with owned and tenanted land (solid 
fill bars) and the proportion of owned and tenanted area (hashed fill bars) for 
each size category.  At the Scottish level seasonal grazers accounted for 15% 
of holdings that owned land and 19% of those with land rented under tenure 
arrangements in 2013.  These seasonal grazers accounted for 39% 
(525,912ha) of the tenanted area and 24% (1.54m ha) of the owned area.  
These Scottish level figures were, however, heavily influenced by crofts and 
small holdings (crofts were not separated out for this analysis due to their ability 
to also rent-in seasonal grazings).  However, when the size groupings other 
than very small and small were examined some clear patterns emerge: 
• Within the medium, large and very large size groups the seasonal grazers 
accounted for about 55% of all holdings that had land under tenure 
agreements yet they only had about 45% of the total tenanted area within 
each size group in 2013.  This means that within each size group that 45% of 
holdings that had tenanted land were non-seasonal grazers and they 
controlled 55% of the tenanted area.   
• Within the medium, large and very large size groups the seasonal grazers 
accounted for around 50% of all holdings that owned land but only accounted 
for 25-30% of the total owned area.  The 50% of holdings that were non-
seasonal grazers across these size groups therefore controlled 70-75% of 
the total owned area in these size groups.   
 
Figure 11 Proportion of tenanted and owned holdings and area held by seasonal 
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6.3 Inferences about seasonal grazers having smaller holdings can be made from 
Figure 11.  However, Figure 12 and Figure 13 reveal that whilst the average 
areas of tenanted and owned land held by holdings that rented-in seasonal 
grazings were consistently lower across all size groupings the median areas 
held were very similar to those not renting-in seasonal grazings across size 
groupings.  The differences between the mean and median figures highlight the 
influence of the largest holdings within each size grouping (i.e. they pull the 
average up but have no influence on the median).  What therefore can be 
concluded is that the holdings in the third and fourth quartiles of each size 
group (the bigger holdings) cause the discrepancies between the seasonal 
grazers and non-seasonal grazers, with a proportion of these non-seasonal 
grazers having larger tenanted and owned areas.  This may be a driver that has 
led some holdings to take on seasonal lets. 
Figure 12 Mean and median area of tenanted land by size group and whether seasonal 
grazings were rented-in, 2013 
 
Figure 13 Mean and median area of owned land by size group and whether seasonal 
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6.4 Whilst Figure 11 to Figure 13 suggest that those renting-in seasonal grazing 
lets were perhaps disadvantaged in the amount of land they have long term 
access to Figure 14 to Figure 16 show that there was a relationship between 
seasonal grazers and the presence of cattle and sheep.  Figure 14 shows that, 
including crofts, at Scottish level the seasonal grazers accounted for just half of 
all holdings that had cattle and carried nearly 70% (1.23 million cattle) of the 
national herd.  The seasonal grazers also accounted for 30% of all holdings 
with sheep and carried nearly 55% (3.58million sheep) of the national flock.   
• In 2013 the medium to very large seasonal grazing holdings were more likely 
to carry sheep or cattle (or both) than non-seasonal grazers and in the case 
of cattle accounted for a disproportionately large proportion of the national 
herd.   
• For the large and very large holdings the seasonal grazers made up about 
60% of the holdings with sheep, also accounting for around 60% of the 
sheep held by holdings within those size groupings.   
• For cattle, within the large size grouping the seasonal grazers made up over 
two thirds of the holdings with cattle and three-quarters of the cattle held by 
all holdings in the size group. 
Figure 14  Proportion of cattle and sheep holdings and number of animals held by 
holding size groups for those that rented-in seasonal grazings, 2013 
 
6.5 Figure 15 shows that generally seasonal grazers carried more cattle across all 
size groupings in 2013, whether measured by mean or median.  The distribution 
of cattle within all size groupings, with the exception of the very large groups 
appears very even with means and medians very close together.  For the small 
holdings with cattle group the seasonal grazers had on average 38% more total 
cattle than non-seasonal grazers.  This pattern followed through the medium 
(26% more), large (32% more) and very large (45% more) holdings that carried 
cattle and was as pronounced when examining median numbers of animals 
held.  Part of this relationship may be related to the high proportion of dairy 
holdings that rent-in seasonal grazings coupled with their large average herd 
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Figure 15 Mean and median number of cattle by size group and whether seasonal 
grazings were rented-in, 2013 
 
6.6 Figure 16 shows that there was very little difference between the mean and 
median number of sheep across size groupings for holdings that carried sheep 
(apart from very small holdings).  Whilst the flock sizes on large and very large 
holdings did not differ on average between those that rented-in seasonally and 
those that did not, there was a larger proportion of the holdings (about 60%) 
that utilised grazing lets compared with those that did not (31% to 37%). 
Figure 16 Mean and median number of sheep by size group and whether seasonal 
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Robust Farm Type 
6.7 Figure 17 shows the land tenure status of seasonal grazers in 2013. 
• About 12-15 % of cropping and cereal holdings that had some owned land or 
tenanted land in 2013 rented-in seasonal grazings.   
• There was a much higher propensity for dairy holdings with tenanted land 
(60%) or owned land (66%) to use seasonal lets.   
• A smaller proportion of cattle and sheep holdings in the LFA that rented land 
or owned land took on seasonal lets in 2013 (32% and 37% respectively) 
although seasonal grazers accounted for higher than anticipated area of 
tenanted land (40%).   
• For non-LFA cattle and sheep and mixed holdings there were 
disproportionately large proportions of the area of land under agricultural 
tenure and ownership that was controlled by those using seasonal lets 
compared to the proportion of holdings that were seasonal grazers (i.e. 42% 
of holdings with land under tenure but 58% of the tenanted area; 23% of the 
holdings owning land but 47% of the area). 
Figure 17 Proportion holdings with owned or tenanted land that rented-in seasonal 
grazing in 2013, by robust farm type 
 
6.8 Figure 18 confirms that in 2013, with the exception of dairy holdings, those 
holdings with land under tenure that used seasonal grazing lets had larger 
average and median areas of tenanted land than those that did not.  This was 
particularly noticeable for LFA grazing and mixed holdings where the average 
area of tenanted land for the seasonal grazers was 202ha and 134ha 
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Figure 18 Mean and median area of tenanted land by robust farm type and whether 
seasonal grazings were rented-in, 2013 
 
6.9 Figure 19 shows that for dairy holdings the average amount of owned land in 
2013 was very similar between the seasonal grazers and those that did not 
rent-in seasonal grazings.  Across all other farm types the seasonal grazers 
owned larger areas on average (whether using means or medians).  However, 
the LFA cattle and sheep figures should be treated with some caution due to 
the influence of crofts (particularly on the median where their small areas were 
not countered by large holdings, as happens in the averages).  We can 
therefore say that on average, with the exception of dairy holdings, that those 
holdings that used seasonal grazing lets in 2013 were bigger than those that did 
not.   
Figure 19 Mean and median area owned by robust farm type and whether seasonal 
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6.10 Figure 20 shows for 2013 the proportion of holdings that had cattle or sheep 
and the proportion of total cattle or sheep held within each farm type by 
seasonal grazers.  In all instances the proportion of the sector’s total cattle or 
sheep held was larger than the proportion of holdings with cattle or sheep for 
those that used seasonal grazing lets.   
• 567 dairy holdings that rented-in seasonal grazings (63% of all dairy 
holdings) accounted for 251,407 (68% of total) cattle held on dairy holdings.   
• Just over half (3,751) the LFA cattle and sheep holdings that had cattle in 
2013 used seasonal grazings yet they held 72% (668,718) of the total cattle 
held by LFA cattle and sheep holdings.  A third of all holdings with sheep in 
the LFA cattle and sheep group used seasonal grazings in 2013 and they 
accounted for 54% of all the sheep held.   
• For non-LFA cattle and sheep holdings the seasonal grazers only accounted 
for 40% of the holdings but 70% of the cattle within the group.  For non-LFA 
cattle and sheep holdings a quarter of holdings and 58% of total sheep were 
held by those that used seasonal grazings in 2013. 
Figure 20 Proportion of cattle and sheep holdings and number of animals held by 
robust farm type for holdings that rented-in seasonal grazings, 2013 
6.11 Figure 21 confirms that holdings with cattle that used seasonal grazings carried 
larger numbers of cattle on average (whether mean or median was used) 
compared to those holdings that did not use seasonal grazing lets.  For 
example: 
• Seasonal grazers in the dairy sector had an average of 443 (median 364) 
cattle compared to 351 (299 median) for non-seasonal grazers.   
• For LFA cattle and sheep holdings the seasonal grazers had on average 180 
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Figure 21 Mean and median number of cattle by robust farm type and whether 
seasonal grazings were rented-in, 2013 
 
6.12 Figure 22 also confirms that holdings with sheep that used seasonal grazings 
carried considerably more sheep on average (whether mean or median was 
used) compared to those holdings that did not use seasonal grazing lets.  For 
example: 
• For LFA cattle and sheep holdings with sheep the seasonal grazers had on 
average 838 (median 437) compared to only 337 (median 78) for the non-
seasonal grazers. 
• On mixed holdings with sheep the seasonal grazers had on average 630 
(median 359) cattle compared to 176 (median 18) for the non-seasonal 
grazers. 
Figure 22 Mean and median number of sheep by robust farm type and whether 
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Agricultural Region 
6.13 Table 6 shows the proportion of holdings with land under tenure, owned land, 
cattle and sheep within agricultural regions in 2013.  Across all regions most of 
the holdings with some land under tenure were more likely to rent-in seasonal 
grazings than holdings with owned land.  
6.14 There were considerable regional differences in the proportion of holdings with 
tenanted land that was controlled by seasonal grazers. In Ayrshire 45% of the 
holdings with tenanted land rented-in seasonal grazings in 2013 and they 
accounted for 45% of the total tenanted area.  In Dumfries and Galloway 
seasonal grazers accounted for 43% of the holdings with tenanted land and 
53% of the tenanted area whilst in Argyll and Bute the corresponding figures 
were 31% of the holdings and 53% of the tenanted area.    
6.15 In 2013 the amount of land owned by the seasonal grazers was larger than the 
proportion of seasonal grazing holdings that owned land.   
• In Fife the seasonal grazers only accounted for 14% of all holdings with 
owned land, yet these holdings controlled 34% of the total owned area.  
• In Ayrshire the seasonal grazers only accounted for 21% of the holdings with 
owned land but had 41% of the owned area 
• In Orkney seasonal grazers only accounted for 21% of the holdings and 49% 
of the owned area.   
These regions contrasted with Highland and Eileanan an Iar where the 
proportion of total holdings with owned land and the proportion of total owned 
area were very similar (and low) for seasonal grazers. 
6.16 For holdings with cattle the seasonal grazers in all regions accounted for a 
disproportionately large proportion of the number of cattle held.  In Dumfries 
and Galloway the seasonal grazers accounted for 54% of all holdings with cattle 
yet 69% of the cattle.  In the North East of Scotland just under a half of holdings 
with cattle rented-in seasonal grazings yet they accounted for 69% of the 
region’s cattle.   
6.17 For holdings with sheep the seasonal grazers in each region also accounted for 
a disproportionately large proportion of the number of sheep held.  In Highland 
the seasonal grazers accounted for a quarter of all holdings with sheep but 46% 
of all sheep.  Similarly in the Borders the seasonal grazers accounted for 35% 
of the holdings with sheep but 53% of the sheep.   
25 
Table 6  Regional distribution of holdings with tenanted land, owned land, cattle and 
sheep that used seasonal grazings in 2013 
 % of Regional Total 














Argyll & Bute 31% 53% 18% 27% 49% 65% 37% 55% 
Ayrshire 45% 45% 21% 41% 59% 74% 45% 60% 
Clyde Valley 36% 42% 18% 38% 56% 76% 43% 55% 
Dumfries & Galloway 43% 53% 23% 44% 54% 69% 44% 63% 
East Central 38% 46% 16% 30% 49% 66% 40% 57% 
Eileanan an Iar 7% 11% 6% 7% 26% 47% 16% 28% 
Fife 31% 34% 14% 33% 53% 68% 35% 71% 
Highland 13% 29% 11% 10% 40% 63% 25% 46% 
Lothian 25% 34% 14% 36% 50% 70% 32% 61% 
NE Scotland 36% 40% 14% 22% 49% 69% 34% 57% 
Orkney 42% 48% 21% 49% 61% 79% 43% 70% 
Scottish Borders 37% 41% 15% 36% 50% 59% 35% 53% 
Shetland 13% 21% 10% 30% 39% 59% 15% 34% 
Tayside 30% 38% 14% 29% 48% 60% 37% 55% 
6.18 Figure 23 confirms that on seasonal grazing holdings with tenanted land the 
amount of land under tenure was considerably higher on average (whether 
measured by mean or median) across many regions compared to the non-
seasonal grazers in 2013.  Ayrshire was an exception, where the average area 
under tenure was marginally higher for the non-seasonal grazing renters, 
although when medians were examined, on average, they were lower (this 
shows the influence of some large holdings with tenanted land that did not rent-
in seasonal grazings).  In the Scottish Borders, an area with high levels of 
agricultural tenure, those renting-in seasonal grazings had about 50ha more (on 
average) tenanted land than the non-seasonal grazers. 
Figure 23 Mean and median area of tenanted land by agricultural region and whether 
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6.19 As with tenanted land, the average amount of owned land was also 
considerably higher on average for seasonal grazers across all regions with the 
exception of Eileanan an Iar and Highland, where the figures were skewed by 
large estates and small crofts.  In Tayside the average owned area was 323ha 
(median 94ha) for the seasonal grazers, compared to 128ha (median 10ha) for 
the others.  In Dumfries and Galloway the average area owned was 177ha 
(median 114ha) for seasonal grazers compared to 65ha (median 8ha) for those 
that didn’t use seasonal grazings in 2013. 
Figure 24 Mean and median area of owned land by agricultural region and whether 
seasonal grazings were rented-in, 2013 
6.20 Figure 25 confirms that the number of cattle held on seasonal grazer holdings in 
2013 was higher across all agricultural regions compared to non-seasonal 
grazers.  The average number of cattle held by seasonal grazers was generally 
more than double that of those not using seasonal grazings (e.g. 140% higher 
in Orkney and Clyde Valley, 134% higher in the North East) although in 
Ayrshire, Argyll and Bute and Dumfries and Galloway it was 95%.  In Fife the 
average number of cattle was 88% higher for seasonal grazers whilst in 
Tayside and Borders they were 61% and 47% higher for seasonal grazers.  The 
average figures were clearly influenced by larger herds as the median number 
of cattle held was consistently more than 25% lower than the average for the 
seasonal grazers (and 40-50% lower for the non-seasonal grazers) across all 
regions.  Average herd sizes were largest in Dumfries and Galloway at 335 
(232 median) for seasonal grazers in 2013 compared to 172 (median 91) for 
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Figure 25 Mean and median number of cattle by agricultural region and whether 
seasonal grazings were rented-in 2013 
6.21 The average number of sheep held by seasonal grazers in 2013 was 
consistently more than double the number held by non-seasonal grazers in 
2013.  The Scottish Borders (17%), Dumfries and Galloway (15%) and Highland 
(13%) accounted for 45% of the national flock (total sheep) in 2013.   
• The average flock size for seasonal grazers in the Scottish Borders was 
1,820 (median 1,534) compared to 871 (median 306) for non-seasonal 
grazers in 2013.   
• For Dumfries and Galloway the average flock was 1,035 sheep (median 757) 
compared to 479 sheep (median 86) for non-seasonal grazers. 
• In Highland the seasonal grazers had an average flock of 530 (median 249) 
compared to 212 (median 65) for non-seasonal grazers. 
Figure 26 Mean and median number of sheep by agricultural region and whether 
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28 
APPENDIX 1 
Data Summary: Size Category  
 
Table 7 Land and stocking data for seasonal 

























































































































Data Summary: Robust Farm Type 
 
Table 8 Land and stocking data for seasonal 
grazers and non-seasonal grazer holdings 


























































































































Data Summary: Agricultural Region 
 
Table 9 Land and stocking data for seasonal grazers and non-
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